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DRAFT  OF  ANSWER,  &C. 

As  those  Ministers  and  Elders  who  have  withdrawn  from  the 
Synod,  have  laid  on  the  Table  a  Protest  containing  reasons  for  the 
step  they  have  taken,  and  as  that  Paper  has  been  by  them  sent  forth 
to  the  public,  the  Synod  deems  it  needful  that  it  should  be  fully 
answered,  so  that  the  Members  of  the  Church  which  has  been  so 
seriously  affected  by  this  movement,  may  be  able  to  form  an  im- 
partial judgment  on  the  whole  case.  As  the  Protest  is  divided  into 
a  Preamble  and  Reasons,  each  of  these  divisions  shall  be  taken  up 
in  its  order. 

The  first  position  laid  down  in  the  Preamble  is, — "  Whereas 
"  the  Church,  as  the  Divinely  constituted  depository  and  guardian 
"  of  revealed  Truth,  is  specially  bound  to  lift  up  Her  testimony  for 
"  those  particular  truths  which  are  at  any  time  endangered  or  over- 
"  borne  by  the  antagonist  powers  of  this  world." 

It  is  not  against  particular  truths,  but  against  all  the  grand 
doctrines  of  the  Gospel,  that  the  world  manifests  *its  enmity.  Nor 
is  it  easy  to  say  which  of  these  doctrines  the  World  dislikes  most. 
It  may,  however,  be  safely  affirmed,  that  the  peculiar  doctrines  of 
the  Gospel  have  never  been  so  deeply  injured,  nor  so  fatally  over- 
borne, by  the  enmity  of  the  World,  great  as  it  is,  as  bv  the  igno- 
rance, vanity,  and  ambition  of  those  who  have  held  rule  in  the 
Church.  It  has  been  in  the  house  of  professed  friends  that  Christ 
has  been  most  deeply  wounded.  With  these  remarks,  the  principle 
as  laid  down  by  the  Protesters  is  fully  admitted. 

But  then  how  is  this,  or  any  other  Church,  to  prjve  effect  to 
that  principle.  The  simple  answer  assuredly  is, — by  unfolding,  in 
its  Standards,  not  particular  truths,  but  the  whole  sum  of  saving 
knowledge,  and  by  giving  a  faithful  developement  of  it  from  its 
pulpits,  and  an  exemplification  of  its  practical  principles  in  the  lives 
cf  its  members.  The  Church  that  acts  thus,  takes  the  best  course, 
under  the  guidance  of  the  Holy  Spirit,  to  conserve  Truth  within 
its  own  pale,  and  repel  the  assaults  of  error,  whether  these  be  made 
by  the  men  of  the  World  or  by  Ecclesiastics.  Although  we  would 
not  be  thought  to  under-rate  occasional  Synod ical  testimonies  to 
particular  truths,  yet  those  who  are  sufficiently  versed  in  Church 
History  will  be  at  no  loss  to  advert  to  instances,  both  in  ancient 
and  more  recent  times,  which  but  too  plainly  show,  that  Ministers, 
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in  Councils  or  Synods,  may  be  loudly  proclaiming  certain  great 
truths  with  their  lips,  which  have  no  hold  on  their  hearts,  and 
which,  through  their  want  of  fidelity  to  their  pulpit  and  pastoral 
duties,  are  rapidly  vanishing  from  the  minds  of  the  people.  That 
our  scriptural  Standards  fully  and  explicitly  present  the  truth  as  it 
is  in  Jesus,  will,  at  least,  not  be  denied  by  the  Protesters,  and  we 
think  it  may  be  affirmed,  without  fear  of  contradiction,  that  this 
truth  is  at  present  honestly  preached  from  all  our  pulpits.  This,  we 
Jhumbly  conceive,  is  the  proper  way  to  proclaim  to  the  world,  and 
to  sister  Churches,  what  our  views  of  Divine  Truth  are,  and  it  is 
certainly  not  the  least  efficacious  mode  of  testifying  against  the 
peculiar  errors  of  the  times,  or  those  errors  which  are  common  to 
depraved  man  in  all  ages. — But  the  Preamble  goes  on — 

M  And  whereas  those  great  and  fundamental  truths  which  re- 
**  spect  the  supremacy  of  Christ  in  His  Church, — the  spiritual  in- 
"  dependence  of  her  Rulers,  their  exclusive  responsibility  to  her 
"  great  Head, — the  rights  and  privileges  of  His  people,- — and  the 
n  proper  relation  which  should  subsist  between  the  Church  and  the 
"  State,  are  in  the  present  day  endangered,  and  have  actually  been 
u  overborne  in  the  Established  Church  of  Scotland,  through  recent 
**  encroachments  of  the  State  upon  the  spiritual  Province,  and  sub- 
"  mitted  to  by  her." 

Even  should  all  that  is  here  assumed  be  admitted,  its  applica- 
tion to  this  Church,  or  its  bearing  on  the  present  case  might  safely 
be  denied.  When  did  the  Synod  in  any  way  appear  as  an  apolo- 
gist for  the  course  pursued  by  the  Civil  Courts  in  Scotland  in  refe- 
rence to  the  Church  ?  Nay,  in  as  far  as  the  Civil  Courts  were 
making  encroachments,  as  seemed  to  many  among  us,  on  the  spiri- 
tual rights  of  the  Church,  the  Synod  did  in  the  most  explicit  terms 
declare  that  such  encroachments  were  wrong,  and  ought  to  be  resist- 
ed, not  only  in  Scotland,  but  in  every  other  part  of  the  Christian 
world.  Nay  more — the  Synod  has  declared,  for  itself,  that  it  is 
prepared  to  resist  at  all  hazards,  any  secular  interference  with  mat- 
ters that  are  purely  spiritual.  Whether  with  sufficient  evidence 
before  it  for  forming  a  judgment  or  not,  it  is  needless  now  to  ask, — 
it  cannot,  however,  be  denied,  that  when  the  Church  of  Scotland 
was  believed  to  be  struggling  against  secular  interference,  the  Sy- 
nod sympathized  with  her,  and  that,  in  as  far  as  it  was  apprehend- 
ed she  had  made  sinful  concessions,  it  deeply  deplored  these,  and 
openly  and  frankly  condemned  whatever  seemed,  even  remotely,  to 
imply  the  sacrifice  of  any  portion  of  her  spiritual  rights  or  ecelesias- 
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tical  functions.  But  although  the  Church  of  Scotland  should  be 
regarded  as  having  erred,  in  some  respects,  by  unduly  yielding,  in 
circumstances  of  peculiar  difficulty,  in  things  spiritual — not,  how- 
ever, as  is  unfairly  and  injuriously  asserted,  to  the  u  Powers  of  the 
World,"  or  to  a  power  originating  with  "  the  Prince  of  this 
World,"  but  to  the  Civil  Magistrate,  a  power  which,  liable  though 
it  be,  in  the  hands  of  fallible  men,  to  be  abused  and  exceeded,  is  ne- 
vertheless a  "  power  ordained  of  Gcd,"  still  the  charge  brought 
against  the  Church  of  Scotland  in  the  premises  cannot  be  admitted 
to  be  borne  out  by  facts,  or  to  rest  on  evidence  so  clear  and  le- 
gitimate as  such  a  fearful  charge  demands.  To  sustain  such  a 
sweeping  sentence  of  condemnation,  impartial  men  will  require 
discriminating  proof,  which  shall  apply  directly  to  the  special  merits 
of  each  case,  while  men  who  have  a  proper  regard  to  the  credit  of 
their  own  understanding  and  their  claims  to  integrity,  will  be  care- 
ful not  to  make  such  charges  on  mere  constructive,  inferential,  and 
cumulative  evidence. 

The  Church  of  Scotland  ought  surely  not  to  be  condemned 
unheard,  and  the  statements  which  she  makes,  hastily  questioned. 
Now,  her  declaration  is,  that  she  still  adheres  to  her  Standards,  and 
that  these  Standards  are  yet  unchanged.  The  Synod  has  said, — 
and  has  shewn  no  wish  to  flinch  from  it, — that  it  thinks  she  has  at 
least  endured  an  amount  of  interference  with  her  spiritual  functions, 
which  to  many  of  us  appears  unlawful.  This  is  our  testimony. 
But  how  can  this  testimony,  by  the  most  violent  construction,  be 
made  to  imply,  that  we  thought  she  had  sinned  to  reprobation,  and 
was  to  be  lopped  off  as  a  rotten  branch  and  cast  into  the  fire  ?  And, 
as  we  have  never  in  these  terms  condemned  the  Church  of  Scot- 
land, as  little  have  we  ever  assumed  the  defence  of  her  recent  act- 
ings. The  Synod  has  therefore  no  right  to  claim  the  honour,  or  be 
made  to  bear  the  odium,  which  such  defence  might  imply,  accord- 
ing to  the  views  and  feelings  of  different  parties.    But  next — 

u  And  whereas  in  righteous  testimony  against  these  encroach- 
"  ments,  great  numbers  of  office-bearers  and  members  of  said  Church 
"  have  solemnly  and  deliberately  come  out  from  her,  and  are  now 
"  formally  constituted  into  the  Free  Protesting  Church  of  Scotland, 
"  a  Church  which  has  during  the  last  twelve  months  enjoyed  many 
"  unequivocal  tokens  of  the  approbation  of  her  great  Head.  And 
u  whereas  the  Synod  of  the  Presbyterian  Church  of  Canada,  in 
"  connection  with  the  Church  of  Scotland,  apart  from  all  conside- 
"  rations  of  a  general  kind,  which  should  have  led  them  to  testify 
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"  against  the  defections  and  corruptions  of  the  said  Established 
"  Church,  were  specially  hound  to  do  so  because  of  their  connec- 
u  tion  with  said  Church,  and  because  also  of  reiterated  testimonies 
"  solemnly  and  deliberately  lifted  up  by  the  Synod  in  former  years 
"  on  behalf  of  the  contendings  of  those  who  have  been  compelled  to 
"  secede." 

To  this  it  is  answered — that  the  Church  shall  in  all  spiritual 
matters  be  independent, — that  the  voice  of  the  communicants  shall 
be  fully  heard  in  the  choice  of  their  Ministers.  These  are  the 
avowed  principles  of  the  Synod.  These  principles  it  has  all  along- 
held  ;  and  its  practice  has  been  in  perfect  conformity  with  them. 
All  who  hold  these  views,  and,  in  a  Scriptural  and  orderly  ivay, 
endeavor  to  give  them  effect,  shall  ever  have  its  approbation.  It 
was  on  this  ground, — it  could  be  on  no  other, — that  the  Synod  ex- 
pressed its  sympathy  with  those  office  bearers  of  the  Church  of  Scot- 
land who  have  now  constituted  themselves  into  what  is  called  "the 
Free  Church."  But  this  was  on  the  part  of  the  Synod  a  testimo- 
ny to  principles,  not  an  adherence  to  a  party,  still  less  a  pledge 
on  its  part  to  approve  of  or  to  follow  the  course  which  might  be 
adopted  by  any  party  holding  these  principles.  By  not  attending 
to  this  simple  and  important  distinction  there  has  arisen  a  confusion 
of  ideas  by  which  designing  men  have  perplexed  and  misled  the 
unthinking.  In  so  far  as  "the  Free  Church"  embraces  sound  prin- 
ciples, this  Church,  of  course,  accor  ds  to  her  its  hearty  approbation, 
and  in  so  far  as  her  members  have,  from  conscientious  motives, 
made  sacrifices  in  support  of  them,  they  have  its  esteem  and  sym- 
pathy. But  although  the  Synod  cherish  high  respect  for  the  dis- 
tinguished talents  of  some  of  the  Ministers,  who  have  seceded  from 
the  Church  of  Scotland,  yet  it  scarcely  thinks  that  even  they  can 
communicate  any  new  views  to  it  on  the  principles  in  question, 
and  sees  not  how  they  can  desire  its  practice  to  be  freer  or  more 
independent,  in  spiritual  things,  than  it  is.  Nor  can  the  Synod 
help  thinking  that,  knowing,  as  "the  Free  Church"  did,  what  the 
principles  and  practice  of  the  Church  in  this  Colony  were,  it  would 
have  been  wise  in  her  to  have  let  it  alone  ;  or  if  she  deemed  it  tit 
to  extend  her  influence  to  Canada,  to  have  employed  that  influence 
to  repress  agitation,  and  preserve  peace  and  harmony  among  its 
people.  Had  such  a  course  been  pursued,  it  might  have  yielded 
fruits  which  would  have  been  to  herself  and  her  friends  not  the 
least  among  "  the  unequivocal  tokens  of  the  presence  of  her  great 
Head."    All  know  who  has  said — "Blessed  are  the  peace-makers." 
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Let  it,  however,  be  stated  once  for  all,  that  although  u  the  Lmlu 
Church"  has  pursued  a  course  towards  this  Synod  in  a  high  de- 
gree, unwise  and  uncalled  for,  yet  the  Synod  bears  no  ill-feeling 
towards  her,  and  its  earnest  desire  is  that  she  may  be  made  instru- 
mental for  good  to  the  immortal  souls  of  those  who  have  joined  her. 
Still  let  it  be  clearly  understood  that  the  testimony  given  by  the 
Synod  was  a  testimony  to  principles,  and  laid  it  under  no  obliga- 
tion to  follow  any  party,  either  in  Canada  or  Scotland. 

But  if  the  Synod  has  already,  as  it  really  has,  testified  plainly 
and  fully  to  these  great  truths,  what  more  can  be  required  ?    If  its 
honesty  is  above  suspicion,  the  testimony  given  ought  to  be  admit- 
ted as  a  sufficient  expression  of  its  mind  ;  and  if  it  have  no  weight 
of  character,  what  avail  reiterated  testimonies  ?    But  the  truth  is, 
both  its  moral  influence  and  its  testimony  have  already  been  em- 
ployed, precisely  as  the  Protesters  wished.    What  then — would 
they  have  the  Synod  testify  for  ever  ?    Do  they  desire  the  Synod 
to  set  herself  up  as  the  Censor  of  all  Christendom  ?    Are  her  an- 
nual meetings  to  be  scenes  of  strife  and  contention,  because  some 
individuals  think  certain  truths  are  not  sufficiently  supported,  or 
because  certain  errors  are  said  to  exist  in  those  Churches  in  Europe 
or  the  United  States  ivith  which  we  are  less  or  more  closely 
connected  ?    If  the  Synod  really  had  the  folly  and  arrogance  to 
assume  a  position  of  this  sort,  is  it  to  testify  only  against  one  class 
of  errors,  and  to  wink  at  others,  possibly  not  less  pernicious,  al- 
though, from  temporary  circumstances,  less  odious?    The  folly  of 
this  were  unspeakable,  and  the  guilt  of  it  certainly  not  small, — for 
were  it  attempted  to  reduce  it  to  practice,  the  Ministers  of  the 
Gospel  must  abandon  their  grand  and  immediate  work,  which  is 
to  proclaim  the  gospel  of  the  grace  of  God  to  their  people,  and  tes- 
tify against  those  errors  to  lohich  they  are  more  specially  expo- 
sed in  the  Country  in  which  they  live.    More  than  one  denomi- 
nation of  Christians  might  be  indicated,  who  have  been  so  engaged 
in  keeping  a  vigilant  eye  on  the  errors  of  others,  that  they  have  had 
but  little  time,  and  have  shown  but  little  inclination,  to  expound 
Gospel  Truth,  or  cultivate  practical  piety  within  their  own  borders. 

Yet  God  forbid  that  this  Synod  should  be  indifferent  to  the 
state  of  Religion  in  any  section  of  the  Saviour's  visible  Church. 
But  having  remonstrated  where  remonstrance  appeared  to  be  call- 
ed for,  surely  it  has  freed  itself  from  all  participation  of  sin  in  the 
matter.  For  it  cannot  admit  of  doubt,  and  will  not  bear  debate, 
that,  if  this  Branch  of  the  Church  have  no  voice  in  the  Councils  of 
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the  Church  in  Scotland,  it  cannot  be  held  responsible  for  the  opin- 
ions or  practices  of  the  Church  in  that  Country,  unless,  by  some 
<3eed  of  its  own,  it  has  expressly  sanctioned  these.  The  Protesters 
seem  to  be  aware  of  this  :  hence  in  their  Resolutions,*  they  declare 
the  connection  with  the  Church  of  Scotland  to  involve  little  or 
nothing  of  responsibility  irrespective  of  the  actings  of  the  Synod. 
The  correctness  of  this  is  not  weakened  by  its  being  contradicted 
in  the  Protest.  It  is  true,  in  this  latter  document,  the  "Connec- 
tion" is  made  to  imply  the  most  weighty  responsibilities — and  yet 
it  seems  there  is  no  substantial  u  Connection,"  or  if  there  be,  it 
ought  to  have  been  dissolved  by  the  testimony  the  Synod  has  already 
borne.  It  is  not  the  duty  of  the  Synod  to  undertake  the  hopeless 
task  of  reconciling;  these  contradictions.  But  the  following  state- 
ment  will,  it  is  hoped,  be  found  to  have  the  simplicity,  consistency, 
and  force  of  truth.  1st. — That  the  Synod  has  never  either  di- 
rectly or  by  implication  said  that  the  "Connection"  involves  respon- 
sibility on  Her  part,  for  the  actings  of  the  Church  of  Scotland. 
Nor — 2nd,  was  it  ever  surmised,  when  it  gave  its  testimony,  last 
year,  to  certain  principles,  that  this  implied,  either  immediately  or 
remotely,  a  severance  of  the  "Connection"  as  it  then  existed.  To 
affirm  either,  is  a  mere  fancy,  or  an  after  thought  seized  upon  to 
suit  the  occasion. 

On  this  both  parties  are  agreed,  that  the  connection  with  the 
Church  of  Scotland  implies  no  ecclesiastical  jurisdiction.  Nor 
will  it  be  affirmed  with  truth,  that  the  connection  has  ever,  in  a 
single  instance,  interfered  with  the  freest  action  of  the  Synod  or 
the  firmest  adherence  on  its  part  to  the  principles  it  has  avowed. 
Yet  did  it  think  that  the  Church  of  Scotland  had  fallen  into  errors 
so  great  as  to  destroy  her  character  as  a  Christian  Church,  and  did 
she,  after  admonition  and  warning,  persist  in  these,  the  Synod 
should  feel  itself  called  upon  not  only  to  protest  against  her  errors, 

*"  The  Synod  do  not  hold  themsel  ves  responsible  for  the  principles  adopted,  or 
"  the  practice  followed  by  the  aforesaid  Church,"  (the  Church  of  Scotland,)  "  nor  do 
"  they  consider  themselves  bound,  in  virtue  of  any  such  responsibility  to  make  her 
li  divisions  or  even  her  disruption  a  ground  fur  action  on  their  own  part,  or  even  for 
"  considering  formally  the  questions,  by  which  these  divisions  cr  that  disruption  may 
"  have  been  caused." 

And  again — "  This  Synod  consider  that  the  clause  in  their  designation  '  in  con- 
"  nection  with  the  Church  of  Scotland'  *  *  *  *  does  not  of  itself,  and  irrespec^ 
"  tive  of  the  actings  of  the  Synod,  imply  connection  with  the  Church  of  Scotland,  or 
"  limit  their  freedom  of  action  in  relation  to  her,  or  in  any  way  identify  their  respon- 
"  sibility  with  that  of  said  Church,  and  might  therefore  after  having  been  distinctly 
"  explained,  without  any  compromise  of  principle  be  retained.'"— [Mr.  Bayne'4 
jgesoJuticns,  £nd  and  3rd. 
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but  utterly  to  disown  her.  If  the  Synod  has  said  any  thing  that 
warrants  sue!)  conclusions,  let  it  be  produced.  But  it  cannot.  Nor 
have  the  Protesters  in  plain  terms  said  so, — yet  the  measures  they 
wished  to  force  on  the  Synod,  as  well  as  the  course  they  have 
taken,  inevitably  lead  to  these  horrid  conclusions,  or  the  whole  of 
their  procedure  is  utterly  inexplicable. 

That  there  is  a  connection  is  readily  admitted,  and  as  the 
Synod  sees  no  cause  to  be  ashamed  of  it,  so  it  does  not  hesitate 
honestly  to  state  what  that  connection  implies.    It  is  a  connection, 
1st,  Of  Descent, — 2nd,  Of  adherence  to  the  same  Standards, — 
3rd,  Of  friendly  intercourse, — ministerial  communion,  and 
Christian  fellowship.    The.  first  cannot  be  given  up,  even  if  it 
were  desirable  to  do  so.    The  second  there  is  on  the  part  of  the 
Synod  at  least,  and  its  people,  no  wish  to  give  up.    This  Church 
represents  the  Church  of  Scotland  in  her  Standards,  Doctrines, 
Worship,  Discipline  and  Government.    To  all  this,  and  to  the 
connection  in  all  this,  the  members  of  the  Synod  cleave  with  their 
whole  heart.    And  no  one  will  deny  that  in  these  respects  the 
Synod  can  represent  the  Mother  Church  in  this  Province  without 
representing  her  or  being  in  any  way  identified  with  her  in  what  is 
peculiar  to  her  position  as  an  Establishment  in  Scotland.  With 
these  peculiarities,  as  practical  matters,  the  Church  in  this  Country, 
has  never  had,  and  never  can  have  any  kind  of  concern  ;  and  just 
as  little  to  do  with  her  actings  as  an  Established  Church,  unless  it 
can  be  shown,  not  by  obscure  inferences,  but  by  plain  reasonings, 
that  her  actings  in  this  respect  destroy  her  claims  to  the  character  of 
a  Church  of  Christ.    But  this  is  not  affirmed.    Hence  this  Church 
is  warranted  to  support  the  connection  on  the  third  ground,  viz  : 
friendly  intercourse,  and  ministerial  and  Christian  communion  and 
fellowship.    And  when  it  is  remembered  that  of  all  the  daughters 
of  the  Reformation  she  has  been  the  fairest,  and  the  most  useful  in 
the  world, — and  that  she  has  been  made,  for  ages,  the  instrument  of 
unspeakable  good  to  multitudes  of  immortal  souls  both  at  home  and 
abroad, — and  when  it  is  borne  in  mind  that  there  is  yet  within  her 
pale,  her  enemies  being  judges,  a  vast  amount  of  high  talent  and 
genuine  piety,  both  among  her  Ministers  and  people,  who  dare 
assert  that  the  Lord  has  cast  her  off?    Surely  the  language  of  re- 
probation is  not  the  language  which  enlightened  charity  dictates  as 
applicable  to  the  Church  of  Scotland,  and  especially  from  her  Chil- 
dren.   Has  she  erred  ?    Let  us  go  to  her  and  tell  her  her  faults. 
Tins  would  be  wise  and  Christian,  but  to  curse  her  and  turn  our 


10 


back  upon  her,  is  neither.  She  has  of  late, — (he  symptom  is 
good, — borne  herself  with  a  generous  meekness.  She  will  listen 
to  admonition,  if  properly  tendered,  and  the  Synod  never  forbade 
these  Brethren  to  take  this  course. 

But  it  seems  a  wish  was  expressed  through  Petitions  from  con- 
gregations and  Overtures  from  Presbyteries,  that  the  connection 
with  the  Church  of  Scotland  should  terminate,  and  that  the  Synod 
should  alter  its  designation. 

This  statement  is  fitted  to  mislead  from  the  manner  in  which 
the  sentiment  contained  in  it  is  expressed.  There  is  no  wish,  at 
present,  to  speak  of  the  arts  by  which  petitions  may  be  got  up,  but 
simply  to  advert  to  facts  that  admit  of  no  question.  Before  the 
disruption,  the  Synod  embraced  more  than  two  hundred  organized 
Congregations.  About  twenty  of  these,  or  a  tenth  part  of  the 
Church,  laid  petitions  on  the  table  of  the  Synod,  while  of  the  over- 
tures from  the  Presbyteries,  only  one  seemed  to  wish  for  any  con- 
stitutional change*  and  even  that  Presbytery  [Hamilton]  made  no 
such  demand  as  the  statement  in  the  Preamble  would  lead  the  reader 
to  suppose  ! — The  Papers  have  nothing  of  intrinsic  worth  in  them, 
yet  it  might  have  been  well  on  various  accounts,  for  some  of  the 
Protesters  to  have  refreshed  their  memories  by  a  re-perusal  of  such 
documents  as  the  Resolutions  ol  the  Congregation  of  Gait,  and  the 
Overture  from  the  Presbytery  of  Hamilton  !  !  The  fact  is,  the 
Synod,  notwithstanding  the  violent  attempt  made  by  certain  parties 
to  agitate  Congregations  on  the  subject,  had  no  evidence,  from  what 
was  laid  on  the  Table,  that  there  was  any  thing  like  a  general  wish 
expressed  throughout  the  Church  that  the  Synod  should  either 
alter  its  designation,  or  virtually  excommunicate  the  Church  of 
Scotland.  The  latter  of  these  points  has  already  been  spoken  of — 
the  former  now  demands  a  few  remarks. 

It  is  the  opinion  of  many  persons,  and  some  of  them  men  to 
whose  opinion  on  a  matter  of  this  sort  it  is  hardly  possible  to  pay 
too  much  deference,  that  for  the  Synod,  by  its  own  mere  motion, 
to  alter  its  style  or  designation  in  law — would  be  at  once  to  alienate 
a  vast  amount  of  the  property  of  the  Church.  Indeed  on  this  there 
can  scarcely  be  a  shadow  of  a  doubt.  Now,  when  it  is  considered 
that  the  mind  of  the  Church  was  but  very  partially  expressed 
through  the  petitions  presented,  while  in  all  probability  the  lew- 
Congregations  that  did  petition,  or  rather  the  few  persons  who  at- 
tended those  meetings  at  which  petitions  were  got  up,  comprehend- 
ed but  very  imperfectly  the  ultimate  effects  of  the  steps  they  asked 
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the  Church  to  take,  was  the  Synod,  as  a  mere  Ecclesiastical  Body, 
at  liberty  to  pass  a  vote  which  would  destroy  all  legal  claims  to 
the  property.  Whether  after  in  the  fullest  possible  way  explain- 
ing to  the  Congregations  the  temporal  consequences  of  the  course 
to  bp  taken,  and  after  having  received  a  general  sanction  to  that 
course  from  those  more  immediately  concerned,  the  Synod  were 
warranted  to  unsettle  or  entirely  vitiate  the  titles  by  which  Churches, 
Glebes,  and  other  property  is  held,  might  have  been  made  a  question 
of  expediency  if  not  of  law  ;  but  with  the  very  partial  expression 
of  the  popular  mind  which  had  been  given,  to  have  subverted  the 
great  temporal  interests  which  were  at  stake  would  have  been  a 
piece  of  gross  ecclesiastical  usurpation  in  things  secular.  This 
Church  is  Presbyterian,  not  Congregational, — hence,  while  it 
readily  admits  an  expression  of  the  mind  of  the  people  on  any 
weighty  matters  that  may  come  before  it,  yet  it  cannot  allow  that 
the  popular  will  shall  decide  Spiritual  questions  in  its  Church 
Courts.  But  this  matter  was  by  no  means  purely  Spiritual. 
Every  one  sees  that  it  involves  great  temporal  rights,  and  rights  in 
which  the  people,  as  well  as  their  children  for  many  generations, 
have  a  deep  and  direct  interest.  It  is  true  the  people  may,  if  they 
choose,  throw  away  their  rights,  or  trifle  with  the  most  precious  in- 
terests of  future  generations,  or  sacrifice  their  property,  but  for  the 
Synod  to  do  either,  without  even  consulting  them,  would  have 
been  a  stretch  of  ecclesiastical  despotism  which  could  not  be  too 
severely  reprobated.  This  however  was  the  course  which  the 
Synod  was  urged  by  the  Protesters  to  take. 

Yet  the  Protesters  cannot  assume,  whoever  may  do  so,  the  lofty 
air  of  men  who  are  utterly  forgetful  of  temporal  things  ;  in  as  much 
as  they  manifest,  both  in  their  Resolutions  and  Protest,  an  anxiety 
and  conviction,  contrasting,whether  favourably  or  unfavourably,  with 
the  conduct  of  those  in  Scotland  whom  they  profess  to  imitate,  that 
no  temporal  sacrifice,  however  slight,  shall  follow  the  step  they  have 
taken.*  There  are  different  ways  of  retaining  property,  and  some 
men    have  as   strange  notions   on  this  point,   as  others  have 

*"They  solemnly  pledge  themselves  that  ghould  the  British  Legislature  declare 
"  this  to  be  th<ir  understanding  of  these  terms,  ihey  shall  at  once,  and  without  further 
"struggle,  submit  to  their  d  cision — only  protesting  against  its  injustice,  and  reserv- 
"  ing  to  themselves  and  their  successors,  to  use  all  competent  means  for  inducing  the 
"  Government  to  acknowledge  their  rights." — [Resolution  No.  3. 

"  Further  also  we  protest  in  behalf  of  ourselves  and  those  of  the  people  of  this 
"Church,  who  may  now  or  hereafter  adhere  to  us,  that  ice  hold  ourselves  entitled  to 
"  all  the  property  and  endowments,  of  whatever  kind,  noiv  in  our  possession.""— 
[Protest,  Section  7> 
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of  the  arts  by  which  it  may  be  acquired  ;  but  no  man 
of  sound  principle  and  understanding  will  say  that  had 
the  Resolutions  of  the  Protesters  been  carried,  the  Synod  could, 
either  in  honor  or  law  have  retained  its  property,  that  is  to  say, 
after  altering  its  designation  and  changing  the  conditions  on 
which  that  property  had  been  granted  and  was  held.  But  great 
principles,  it  wras  asserted,  were  at  stake,  and  it  was  asked  if  con- 
siderations about  property  were  to  be  permitted  to  endanger  these  ? 
Assuredly  not.  Perish,  (will,  we  trust,  ever  be  the  language  of 
the  Synod,)  all  temporal  possessions,  sooner  than  one  iota  of  the 
Church's  Spiritual  heritage  be  lost.  But  it  is  denied  that  any 
Spiritual  rights  whatever  were  in  danger,  and  it  is  further  denied 
that  the  Synod  had  a  right  while  all  its  Spiritual  functions  were 
entire  and  unembarassed,  capriciously  to  vote  away  the  property  of 
the  Church,  merely  with  a  view  to  honour  or  to  humour  a  party 
in  Scotland. 

So  much  for  the  Preamble.  The  reasons  which  are  assigned 
for  the  Secession  which  has  taken  place  must  now  be  considered. 

"  First, — That  in  our  conscientious  conviction  this  Synod  are 
"thereby  giving  their  virtual  sanction  to  the  procedure  of  the 
"  Established  Church  of  Scotland,  in  the  great  questions  at  issue 
"  between  that  Church  and  the  Free  Protesting  Church  of  Scotland, 
"  and  lending  the  Weight  of  their  influence  as  a  Church  to  the  sup- 
u  port  of  principles  which  are  incompatible  with  the  purity  and 
"liberty  of  any  Church  by  which  they  are  allowed,  and  which  are 
"  fitted  at  the  same  time  to  do  grievous  injury  to  the  cause  of  the 
"  Redeemer  throughout  the  world." 

1  he  answer  to  this  shall  be  brief,  yet  it  cannot  be  given 
without  a  slight  repetition  of  matter  which  has  already  been  some- 
what fully  noticed. 

In  employing  the  words  "  in  our  conscientious  conviction," 
the  Protesters  have  entirely  forgotten, — for  there  is  no  wTish  to  ac- 
cuse them  of  wilful  misrepresentation, — what  have  been  the  decla- 
rations of  the  Synod,  and  what  has  been  its  practice.  Did  not  the 
Svnod  last  year  declare  its  mind  on  the  principles  said  to  be  in- 
volved in  the  questions  at  issne?  It  would  appear  that  in  the  esti- 
mation of  the  Protesters,  the  testimony  of  the  Church,  a  testimony 
emitted  by  the  Protesters  themselves,  is  to  be  construed  in  a  man- 
ner directly  contrary  to  its  obvious  meaning.  Her  approval  means 
condemnation,  and  her  condemnation  means  approval !  Did  not  the 
Synod,  by  a  majority,  approve  of  those  who  stood  up,  within  the 
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Church,  for  the  spiritual  independence  of  the  Church  at  home, — 
did  she  not  condemn  interference  by  the  Civil  Power  in  things 
purely  spiritual  ?  What  has  she  done  t  >  bring  her  honesty  or  con- 
sistency in  these  matters  into  question  ?  But  beyond  giving  her 
testimony  and  employing  remonstrance,  what  right  has  the  Synod 
to  make  herself  a  party  in  the  questions  which  were  in  dispute  be- 
twixt the  Established  Church  and  those  who  had  left  her  in  Scot- 
land. To  fling  herself  into  the  conflict  which  has  been  carried  on 
at  home, — a  conflict  with  which  it  was  declared  last  year  that  the 
Synod  had  nothing  practically  to  do, — would  have  been  no  proof 
even  of  wisdom,  principle,  or  enlightened  benevolence.  To  take  a 
course  of  this  kind  could  have  served  no  good  purpose  in  Scotland, 
while  it  would  to  a  certainty  have  injured  if  not  ruined  ourselves. 
When  a  neighbour's  house  is  on  fire,  benevolence  requires  that  we 
make  every  effort  to  extinguish  the  flames,  but  to  kindle  our  own 
in  order  to  show  how  much  we  feel  for  our  neighbour,  is  assuredly 
a  kind  of  sympathy  as  novel  as  it  is  irrational. 

The  second  reason  is  little  more  than  an  explanation  of  the 
thought  contained  in  the  first. 

"  Second, — That  in  a  case  relating  to  a  Church  in  which  they 
"  have  many  and  obvious  reasons  for  feeling  a  very  deep  and  spir- 
"  itual  interest,  a  cause  too  in  which  the  honor  of  Christ's  Crown 
u  and  the  interests  of  His  kingdom  are  intimately  concerned,  they 
"  have  refused  to  discharge  the  obvious  duty  of  lifting  up  a  full  and 
u  unambiguous  testimony  for  the  truth,  and  thereby  strengthening 
"  the  hands  of  those  who  are  witnessing  for  Christ  and  suffering 
"  for  his  sake." 

The  guilt,  then,  of  the  Synod,  after  all,  is  not  that  she  has  ta- 
ken no  part  in  the  question,  or  has  stood  by  with  closed  lips,  but  that 
she  has  not  given  her  testimony  fully  and  unambiguously.  It  is  de- 
nied that  the  testimony  given  last  year,  or  on  any  former  occasion, 
is  chargeable  with  ambiguity.  It  cannot  be  that  those  who  signed 
this  Protest  are  ignorant  who  the  individuals  were  that  drew  up 
that  testimony,  and  who  they  were  that  voted  for  it.  But  suppose 
it  were  not  to  the  satisfaction  of  some  who  were  present  this  year, — 
men  of  sounder  judgments  and  more  tender  consciences, — whv  did 
not  they, — why  did  not  all  the  Protesters,  ask  for  a  fullerer  testimony? 
No  such  request  was  made, — no  such  Paper  was  laid  on  the  Ta- 
ble. For  although  ihe  Synod  had  said  last  year,  and  in  this  the 
Protesters  joined,  that  we  had  discharged  our  duty,  and  were  not 
railed  to  meddle  farther  in  the  matter,  yet  this  did  not  preclude  an 
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additional  and  more  distinct  manifestation  or  declaration  of  princi- 
ples, if  this  were  deemed  proper.  But  the  fact  is,  as  the  Synod 
might  say  to  the  Protesters,  ye  came  not  seeking  a  more  ample  tes- 
timony to  great  truths, — for  your  Resolutions  are  neither  in  the 
form  nor  spirit  of  this, — but  ye  came  demanding  an  act  of  excom- 
munication against  the  Church  of  Scotland.  The  Synod  would 
have  granted  the  former,  but  shrunk  from  the  latter.  It  is  in  vain 
for  you  to  disguise  it,  for  if  ail  intercourse  and  connection  with  that 
Church  is  to  terminate,  and  if  we  are  to  abjure  her  very  name,  we 
may  not  go  about  the  business  with  all  the  accustomed  usages,  yet 
the  thing  nevertheless  would  as  really  have  been  done  as  if  it  had 
been  done  with  all  formality.  We  would,  in  effect,  by  complying 
with  your  demands,  in  the  circumstances,  and  upon  the  grounds  set 
forth,  have  pronounced  the  Church  of  Scotland  to  be  no  Church  of 
Christ.  We  repeat  it, — this  is  the  testimony  you  wished,  or  it  is 
impossible  to  conceive  by  what  motives  you  were  actuated,  or  what 
intelligible  end  you  had  in  view.  But  you  seemed  to  lack  the 
courage  plainly  to  announce  your  wish.  Hence  the  attempt  to  veil 
the  real  object  under  certain  abstract  phrases  and  equivocal  terms. 
But  when  an  act  of  this  kind  must  be  performed,  it  ought,  we  think, 
to  be  gone  about  with  a  solemn  and  painful  reluctance,  and  should 
be  announced  with  a  meek  yet  manly  simplicity.  We  are  sorry  to 
say  that  neither  your  conduct  nor  your  written  documents  will  bear 
to  be  tried  by  this  test. 

"  Third, — That  after  solemnly  pledging  themselves  in  various 
"  forms  and  at  different  times  to  maintain  the  great  principles  for 
u  which  the  Free  Protesting  Church  is  now  contending,  and  which 
<c  the  Established  Church  of  Scotland  has  practically  repudiated, — 
"  and  especially  after  the  import  and  sincerity  of  such  pledges  had 
"  been  brought  into  question  by  the  actings  of  various  ministers, 
"  and  even  one  of  the  inferior  Church  Courts,  they  have  virtually 
"  receded  from  their  solemn  pledges  and  destroyed  the  weight  of  ev- 
"  ery  expression  of  their  opinions  in  favour  of  the  aforesaid  princi- 
u  pies  embodied  in  their  Records." 

In  answering  the  above  reason  the  Synod  is  compelled  to  re- 
peat that  it  stands  pledged  not  to  men  but  to  principles,  not  even  to 
the  practical  application  which  others  may  make  of  true  principles, 
— to  principles  which  this  Church  held,  and  on  which  she  acted  be- 
fore "  the  Free  Church"  was  heard  of,  and  while  not  a  few  of 
those  who  are  now  her  leading  men  were  the  ardent  supporters  of 
that  Patronage  which  they  and  the  Protesters  now  so  loudly  con- 
demn. 
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But  here  again  it  may  be  said  to  the  Protesters,  you  break  new 
ground — you  accuse  us  of  having  receded  from  our  pledges.  This, 
if  true,  would  be  a  serious  charge  to  us,  but,  if  false,  it  is  a  serious 
thing  for  you  to  make  it.  No  doubt  you  have  done  it  unwittingly, 
yet  what  will  men  think  when  they  learn,  as  we  pledge  ourselves 
to  prove^ — and  will  prove, — that  the  charge  is  wholly  without  foun- 
dation. 

What  are  the  principles  then  to  which  we  stand  pledged  and 
from  which  you  say  we  have  virtually  receded?  1st.  u  The  Su- 
preme Headship  of  Christ  over  His  Church."  Now  will  any  man, 
who  has  the  least  regard  for  his  own  reputation,  say  that  wTe  havo 
receded  from  this  ?  2nd  "  The  rights  which  Christ  has  conferred 
on  his  duly  constituted  office-bearers  to  rule  and  minister  indepen- 
dently of  all  external  control. "  We  stand  pledged  to  this.  Have 
we  receded  from  it  ?  3rd.  "  The  privilege  Christ  has  bestowed  on 
his  people  of  exercising  a  free  concurrence  in  the  appointment  of 
those  office  bearers."  We  do  not  presume  to  set  any  bounds  to 
what  the  Protesters  may  represent  us  as  pledged  to.  But  we  know 
to  what  we  pledged  ourselves  and  these  are  the  principles  to  which 
we  stand  pledged  by  the  Resolutions  of  1843,  and  similar  recorded 
declarations. 

It  is  unworthy  of  upright  men  to  say  in  an  easy  affirmatory  way, 
or  try  to  make  it  out  by  sophistical  reasoning  or  circuitous  inferen- 
ces, that  the  Synod  has  abandoned  any  pledge  which  she  has  ever 
given  on  the  matters  in  question.  Such  charges  must  rest  on  more 
solid  grounds,  or  men  may  begin  to  whisper  that  testimonies  aro 
sometimes  borne  which  accord  but  little  with  the  precept  which 
says  "  thou  shalt  not  bear  false  witness  against  thy  neighbour." 

We  recede  from  our  pledges  ! — No.  But  we  say  to  the  Protest- 
ers you  have  done  so.  Ye  are  the  men  who  pledged  yourselves 
last  year,  "  to  pray  to  Almighty  God  that  He  would  of  His  Grace 
u  and  good  Spirit,  turn  the  hearts  of  all  concerned  so  that  the  deep 
"  wound  inflicted  on  the  Church  of  our  Fathers  might  be  healed, 
"  and  the  breaches  repaired." — Now  your  language  is  u  raze  her, 
raze  her." 

You  pledged  yourselves  not  to  enter  on  the  discussion  or  the 
decision  of  these  questions  for  yourselves,  as  no  discussion  or  deci- 
sion of  the  kind  was  required  here.  This  was  wise.  But  let 
your  conduct  for  months  past  and  the  course  you  have  pursued  in 
the  Synod,  be  compared  with  it. 
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Yes,  and  you  pledged  yourselves  "  to  seek  the  peace  and  well 
being  of  the  Synod." — You  have  rent  it  in  twain.  And  this  has 
been  done  in  defiance  of  all  consistency,  and  while  no  principle 
was  in  peril.  Talk  of  consistency  and  adherence  to  pledges  ! 
Before  God  and  the  Christian  world  we  say  it,  we  have  receded 
from  none  of  our  pledges.  Read  your  Resolutions  of  last  year 
and  be  silent,  or  honestly  confess  that  you  understood  the  Synod 
not  pledged  to  principles  but  to  a  party, — to  stand  still  or  move,  as 
that  party  might  direct. 

But  then  our  "  sincerity  has  been  brought  into  question  by  the 
actings  of  certain  Ministers  and  even  one  of  the  inferior  Church 
Courts."  We  presume  this  refers  to  the  answer  that  was  returned 
by  certain  of  our  Brethren  to  a  letter  from  the  Colonial  Committee 
of  the  General  Assembly  of  the  Church  of  Scotland.  This  matter 
has  been  much  mistaken  by  many,  while  by  some  it  has  been 
grossly  misrepresented.  A  few  remarks  will  serve  to  place  it  in  a 
clear  and  unexceptionable  light. — 1st.  Was  it  not  again  and  again 
declared  by  the  Protesters  during  the  debate,  that  they  had  no  ob- 
jection that  those  who  wished  to  retain  their  Status  as  Ministers  of 
the  Church  of  Scotland  should  do  so,  and  still  remain  connected 
with  the  Synod  ?  But  to  grant  this  and  yet  forbid  them  as  individ- 
uals to  correspond  with  any  Minister  or  Office-bearer  of  that  Church 
would  have  been  a  cruel  mockery  of  their  privileges, — a  species  of 
tyranny  to  which  no  man  of  honor  or  conscience  could  submit. 
2d. — The  Synod  had  not  forbidden  either  individuals  or  Presby- 
teries to  correspond  with  the  Church  of  Scotland  or  any  other 
Church. — It  had  retained  its  "  connection  with  the  Church  of 
Scotland",  consequently  the  authority  of  the  Synod  was  not  viola- 
ted or  in  any  way  compromised.  But  3d. — If  these  parties  erred 
as  to  the  manner  of  their  correspondence,  why  did  not  the  Protes- 
ters call  them  to  account  and  have  them  tried,  and  if  found  guilty, 
have  them  punished  by  the  Supreme  Court  ?  4th. — The  Church 
of  Scotland  did  not  write  to  our  Church  Courts,  because  she  claims 
no  jurisdiction  over  them,  but  she  wrote  to  those  who  were  licensed 
by  her,  or  whom  she  supposed  to  be  her  licentiates.  We  presume 
she  might  have  done  the  same  thing  had  they  been  acting  as  Min- 
isters of  the  Church  of  Holland,  or  of  the  Presbyterian  Church  in 
the  United  States.  With  the  expediency  of  writing  that  letter,  at 
the  time,  we  have  nothing  to  do.  Although  we  confess,  when  thus 
explained,  we  can  see  no  harm  in  it.  Nor  are  we  called  upon  to 
say  how  fir  it  was  prudent  to  answer  it  in  the  manner  some  did,  as 


17 


this  plainly  must  be  left  to  the  judgment  of  each  one  concerned. 
But  that  this,  which  really  seems  nothing  more  than  the  right  of 
every  free  man,  should  be  made  a  reason  for  the  disruption  of  the 
Synod,  when  it  never  was  in  any  regular  way  brought  up  as  a 
complaint,  appears  truly  extraordinary.  Reasons  were  not  rife 
when  this  one  was  chosen. 

"  Fourth. — That  by  leaving  an  open  door  for  the  admission  of 
"  Ministers  and  Elders  from  the  Established  Church  of  Scotland, 
u  holding  unsound  views  on  the  great  principles  aforesaid,  they 
"  have  most  seriously  endangered  the  purity  of  the  Church,  and 
"  brought  even  her  independence  into  peril  through  the  probable 
"  introduction  of  office-bearers  prepared  to  submit  to  the  same  en- 
"  croachments  of  the  civil  Power  by  which  the  Church  of  Scot- 
"  land  has  been  enslaved." 

If  it  be  difficult  to  find  anything  solid  in  the  reasons  already 
gone  over,  we  cannot  accuse  this  one  of  weakness  or  evasion,  as 
it  contains  as  plain  and  bold  a  defiance  of  a  truth,  and  as  unwar- 
rantable an  assumption,  as  any  we  remember  to  have  met  with. 
We  will  not  charge  the  Protesters  with  uttering  a  falsehood  know- 
ingly,— a  falsehood  which  they  must  have  been  aware  would  tell 
powerfully  against  us  wherever  it  could  gain  credit.  Our  impres- 
sion is  that  in  their  determination  to  find  reasons,  where  no  reasons 
could  be  found,  not  only  judgment  but  memory  was  at  fault.  Thus 
it  must  have  been,  else  they  never  could  have  put  down  what  is 
contained  in  the  Fourth  Reason,  had  they  only  remembered  the 
Second  Resolution  of  the  Act  of  Synod  passed  the  day  before. 
Here  it  is — "  2d.  That  the  Members  of  this  Synod  feel  themselves 
"  called  on  by  the  present  circumstances  of  the  Church,  to  pledge 
"  themselves  to  maintain  the  supreme  jurisdiction  of  the  Synod  over 
"  all  its  members,  and  over  the  Church  in  this  Colony,  against  all 
"  interference  from  any  quarter  whatever,  and  to  frame  an  Act 
u  declaring  such  supreme  jurisdiction, — the  said  Act  to  be  read 
"  over  to  all  Ministers  and  Probationers  before  their  admission  into 
"  this  Synod,  to  the  end  that  it  may  be  clearly  understood  by  them 
"  that  the  maintenance  of  such  jurisdiction  is  a  condition  of  their 
"admission."    Now  look  at  this. 

We  do  not  mean  to  say  that  this  test,— for  it  really  is  intended 
to  be  such, — or  any  other,  will  keep  all  unsound  men  out  of  the 
Church.  Such  persons  will  creep  in,  whatever  precautions  may 
be  used.  But  we  put  it  to  any  man's  conscience,  whose  mind  is 
not  blinded  by  party  spirit,  to  say  if  anything  more  stringent  could 
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be  devised  to  guard  against  the  errors  which  the  Protesters,  in 
common  with  us,  profess  so  much  to  dread.  Yet,  strange  to  say, 
we  are  to  be  told  that  we  have  left  the  door  wide  open  for  the  in- 
troduction of  men  who  in  a  little  while  would  bring  our  Church 
entirely  under  the  dominion  of  the  State.  Besides,  the  Synod  has 
really  granted  the  very  thing  with  which  the  Presbytery  of  Ham- 
ilton,— the  Presbytery  which  contained  the  bulk  of  the  Protesters, 
— asked,  and  with  which  they  declared  they  would  be  satisfied. 
The  respect  entertained  by  the  Synod  for  the  Protesters  is  yet  too 
great  to  permit  it  to  characterize  such  conduct  as  this  as  it  deserves. 
The  subject  is  indeed  so  painful  that  it  is  better  to  dismiss  it.  It 
will  be  well  for  the  Protesters  that  none  of  their  enemies  ever  fall 
in  with  it  in  connection  with  the  Synod's  Resolution. 

To  come  now  to  their  Fifth  Reason : 

"  Fifth. — That  they  have  rendered  the  relation  in  which  they 
"  stand  towards  the  Estatyished  Church  of  Scotland  so  doubtful  and 
"  equivocal,  that  even  their  declaration  of  spiritual  independence  is 
"  necessarily  deprived  of  all  significance  and  weight ;  that  the 
"  terms  on  which  the  endowments  are  held  have  been  in  effect  de- 
u  clared  to  be  such  as  are  incompatible  with  the  proper  regulation  of 
a  their  intercourse  with  other  Churches,  and  even  with  free  action 
"  in  many  other  matters  of  great  importance;  and  that,  moreover, 
"  they  have  cast  away  the  opportunity  of  placing  this  Church  on  a 
"  basis  which  might  have  gathered  around  her  all  the  sound  hearted 
"  Presbyterianism  of  the  Province." 

No  evidence  is  furnished  in  support  of  what  is  here  stated. 
But  even  were  it  admitted  that  doubts  existed,  on  some  of  the  bear- 
ings of  the  connection,  this  would  surprise  no  man  who  reflects, 
that  it  is  often  difficult  to  define  precisely  the  shades  of  obligation, 
and  distinctly  to  state  the  respective  interests  of  Bodies,  which 
stand  in  either  a  civil  or  ecclesiastical  connection,  and  yet  are 
not  incorporated.  But  the  relation  of  the  Synod  to  the  Church 
of  Scotland,  if  not  by  formal  enactments,  is  at  least  by  usage, 
so  well  defined  that  there  hang  no  doubts  over  it  which  can  per- 
plex any  enlightened  and  honest  mind.  The  Synod  has  declared, 
by  every  mode  in  which  such  declarations  can  be  made,  that 
in  all  things  spiritual  she  is  uncontrolled,  that  she  has  now, 
and  ever  has  had  an  independent  jurisdiction,  and  shall  continue  to 
exercise  all  the  spiritual  functions  of  an  independent  Church.  If 
this  be  equivocal,  it  may  well  be  asked — what  is  clear  ? 


